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Reverend Sir, , 
Suppoſe you will wonder at the preſerit 
trouble from one who is to you a pertect 
Stranger, tho you are not ſo to him; but 
I hope the Occaſio will excute my 
*Boldneſs. I have made it, Sir, my Buſineſs 


cc 
„ 
ce 


* ever ſince I thought my Self capable of ſuch 

. ſort of Reaſoning, to prove to my Self the 
Bein and Attributes of God; And being 
F ſenſible that it's a matter of the laſt conſe-. 


© gence, I endeavoured after a denonſtrative 
Proof; not only more fully to ſatisfy my ow 
Mind, but alſo in order to defend the great 
* Truths of Natural Religion, and thoſe of the 
* Chriſtian Revelation which follow from 
them, againſt all Oppoſers : But muſt own w tl 


% 


© concern, that Hitherto I have been unſucceſ- 


ments, yet I can go but very little way 
with Demonſtration in the proof 'of thoſe 


courſed with, is ſo juſtly efteemed,) was re- 
commended to me; I was in great hopes of 


in ſome places, either thro” my not under- 


ful; and the I have got very probable Argu- 


| 
! 
- 
-Y 


things. When at firſt your Book on thoſe 
Subjects {which by all, whom I have dif 


having all my Enquiries anſwered: But ſince 


71 


* 
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pep — 
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Lou can't but know, Sir, that of two diffe 


de may be my Cafe here; and could I ſee thoſe 


* 5 | th _ 
Tdi. I a butes of God, Prop. VI.* [ dit. 2d. p. 69 ani 


The firſt Letter. 


© ſtanding your Meaning, or what elſe I knows 
not, even That has failed me; I almoſt de. 
_ © ſpair of ever arriving to ſuch a Satisfaction ag} 


I aim at, unleſs by the method I now uſe] 


rent expreſtons of the ſame thing, tho' equally] 
cc | : 
clear to ſome Perſons, yet, to others, one 0! 


© them is ſometimes very obſcure, tho the «.M. 
© ther be perfectly intelligible. Perhaps this 


* of your Arguments, of which I doubt, diff 
* ferently propoſed, poſſibly I might yield af 
< ready afſent to them. This, Sir, I cannot} 
* but think a ſufficient Excuſe for the preſent] 
Trouble; it being ſuch an one as I hope may 
< prevail for an Anſwer, with one who ſeems 
to aim at nothing more than that good Work 
« of inſtructing others. £ 
In your Demonſtration of the Being and Attri 


70, ] you propoſe to prove the Infinitude an 
Omnipreſency of the Self-exiftent Being. Thy 
* former part of the proof, ſeems highly probaz 
* ble; but the latter part, which ſeems to ain 
*at Demonſtration, is not to me convincing] 
© The latter part of the Paragraph is, if 
, miſtake not, an entire Argument of it ſelf 
* which runs thus; To ſuppoſe a Finite Bein 
to be Self-Exiſtent, is to ſay that it is a Contradi 
tion for That Being not to exiſt, the abſence | 
which may yet be coycerved without a Contradian 
en which is the greateſt abſurdity in the World 
* The Senſe of thoſeWords| the abſence of wb! 
* ſeems plainly to be determined by the folloſ 
ing Sentence, to mean its abſence from an 
ce particular place: Which Sentence, is t 
cc ö ; . 1 
*, prove it to be an Abſurdity; and is this: 
For if s Being can, without a Contradiction, b 


abſent 


abſent from one place x, it-may, without a Contra- 
Aiction, be abſent from another plate, and from 
all places. Now, ſuppoſing this to be a 
* Conſequence z all that it proves is, that if 
a Being can without a Contradiction be 
*: abſent from one place at one time, it may 

x o without a Contradiction he ahſent from a- 
> 0M nother place, and fo from all places, at dif- 
„ < ferent times; (tor I cannot ſee, that if a Be- 
ing can be abſent from one place at ens time, 
© therefore it may without a Contradiction be 
© abſent from al places at the fame time, bs. . 
may ceaſe to exiſt.) Now if it proves no 


ce 
6c 


% more than this, I cannot fee that it reduces 


< the Suppoſition to any Abſurdity, Suppoſe 
I could demonf#rate, that any particular Man 
* ſhould live a: Thouſand Years, this Man 


might without aContradiction be abſent from 


cone, and from all. places, at different times; but 
it would not from thence follow, that he 
might be abſent from all places at the ſame 
ce time, i. e. that he might ceaſe to exiſt. No; 


this. would be a Contradiction, becauſe I am 
< ſuppoſed to have demonſtrated that he thould _ 


© live a Thouſand Years, It would be exactly 
© the ſame, if inſtead of a Thonfand Tears, I 


N © ſhould ſay, for ever; and the proof ſeems the 
ein fame, whether it be applied to a Self-Exifterit 
1 ** or a Dependent Being. 1 80 


What elſe I have to offer, is in relation to 
© your proof of the Self-Exiſtent Being, that 
he muſt of neceſſity be but One. Your proof 


« is as. follows, in. Prop. VII, * Edit. 20. * peg. 48, 
= © 7-74, ] To ſuppoſe two or more different Natures Edit. 4h. 
nl exilim of themſelves, neceſſarily and independent 


from each other, implies this plain Contradiction; 
that each of then being independent fromthe other, 
they may either of them be ſuppoſed to exiſt Alone; 


0 


0 r 


, 
F — 2 


17. Edit. © [2d Edit. p. 26. 


4th. 


ſo that it will be no Contradiſtion to imagine the 


8 indeed implies, that ſincè each of the 2 Beings ; 


cc i . . * 
I here is the third Idea, to connect this Pro- 


immediate Confequence, that becauſe Either 


Il think it plain; and whether there be an in- 
_ © mediate connexion, every body that reads yours | 


< not rightly explained the words, to exiſt alone; 


The firſt Letter. 


other not to exiſt, and conſequently neither of them ©}. 
vill be neceſſarily exiſting. The Suppoſition 


* are Independent from the other, they may either 
4 of them exiſt Alone, 1. ve. without any rela- g * 
tion to or dependence on the other: But 


2 poſition and the following one, viz. ſo that it 
., vill be no Contradiction to imagine the other not 

to Exiſt? Were this a Conſequence of the for- 
cc FIC - - ÞÞ; = 
., mer Propoſition, I allow it would be Demoi- WF 

tration, by the firſt Corollary of Prop. III, * | 
Y Edit. p. 26.] But ſince theſe two Pro- 
.. Poſitions, | they may either of them be ſuppoſed | 
to exiſt alone,] and, | ſo that it will be noContra« | 
dition to imagine the other not to exiſt,] are 
* very widely different; ſince likewiſe it is no 


may be ſuppoſed to exiſt independent from the 
other, therefore the other may be ſuppoſed 
not to exiſt at all; how is what was propoſed, | 
* proved ? That the Propoſitions are different,” | 


<* muſt judge for themſelves. I muſt fay, for 
* my own part, the Abſurdity do's not appear 
< at firſt ſight, any more than the Abſurdity 
< of ſaying that the Angles below the Baſe in 
© an Iſoſceles Triangle are unequal 5 which 
ce tho it is abſolutely falſe, yet I ſuppoſe no one 
* will lay down the contrary for an Axiom; be- 
te cauſe, tho' it is true, yet there is need of 4 
© Proof to make it appear fo. . + © 
< Perhaps it may be anſwered, that I have 


_ 
= 
Bl 8 

: * 


« And that they do not mean only, to exi & 7 
* dependent from the other ; but that exiſting 
" Alone 7 


& Alone, means that nothing exiſts with it. Whe: 


ther this or the other was meant, I cannot 
determine: But, which ever It Was; what 
„I have ſaid, will hold. For if this laft be 


cc the Senſe of thoſe Words, they Either of them 
© may be ſuppoſed to exiſ alone; | it indeed implies 


„that it will be no Contradiction to ſuppoſe 
the other not to exiſt; But then I ask, how 
come theſe two Propoſitions to be comiected; 
3 0 that to re two differ ent Natures exiſting 


of themſelves n:ceſſarily and independent from 


N each other, implies that each ot them mars 
„ ſuppoſed to exiſt Alone in This Senſe? Which 


« js exactly the {ame as I ſaid before, only ap- 


| % plied to different Sentences. So that if Ex- 
ling Alone, be underſtood as I firft took it; 


l allow it is implied in theSuppoſitzon; but can: 
© not ſee that the Conſequence is, that it will be 
* no Contradiction to ſuppoſe the other not to 


MW exiſt, But if the Words, Exiting Alone, are 
meant in the latter Senſe; I grant that if, 
either of them may be ſuppgſed thus to exiſt 
Alone, it will be no Contradiction to ſuppoſe 


© the other not to exiſt: But then I cannot ſee, 


that to ſuppoſe two different Natures exiſting 0 


W** themſelves neceſſarily and independent from each 
F© other, implies that either of them may be 
= ſuppoſed to exiſt Alone in This Senſe of the 
Words; but only, that either of them may be 
IF ſuppoſed to exiſt without having any relati- 
on to the other, and that there will be 10 
= need of the on of the One in order to the 
* exiflence of the other. But tho' upon this 
account, were there no other Principle of 
its exiſtence, it might ceaſe to exiſt; yet on 
the account of the neceſſity of its own na- 
ture, which is quite diſtinct from the other, 
 - 5 838 ; | tis 
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* with the reaſon of them. In which if I wed 
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Thus, Sir, I have propoſed my. Doubts, 


© wreſted your Words to another Senſe than 
„ what you defi igned them, or in any rofpen M 
argu d unfairly;I affure you it was without de. 

** ſign. $0 I hope you ill impute it to miſtake. ! 
2 * And, if it will not be too great a Trouble, let 
me once more beg the fayour of a Line from 1 

* you, by which you will lay me under a par; 

b ticular Obligation to be, wat, with the rh f 
* on the he World, 1. now am, 95 | 
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Prropoſe your Difficulties; I am perſwaded 


* 


* 
8 
. 


Hrn 
es agree in Opinion, or at leaſt finding Rea-' 


Four Too, Objeftions are yery ingenious, 
ad urged with great Strength and Acutenels/ 
iet Tam not without hopes, of being able toi 
ive you SatiffaZionin, Both of them. To your 
/ therefore, 1 anfwer. Whatever may, with- 
ut a Contradiction, be abfent from any one 
lace at any ove. Time; may alſo, without a: 
WE ontradiction, be abfent "Cont In aver 46 
28! Times. For, whatever is abſolutely necef. 
Vat all, is abſolutely neceſſary in every part 
H Space, and in ever) fore of Duration. What 
ver can at any time be conceived poſftble to be 
bſent from any Oue part of Space, may for the 
ame reaſon, .[viz,' the Anders Contra- 


isgion in the nature of 
ed peſibls to he abſent from every Other part of 
Mace at the ſame time; either by-craſmg to be} 
pr by ſuppo ing N to have begin to be, 


Your 
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hat Candour and Ingenuit y, With which vont 
almoft All Difputes might be very amicably 


on to ſuffer.cach ther friendly to Uiffer. Tur 


gs! | be concei- 


9 


10 Tbe Anſwer ie i 
Your [> about demonſtrating a * to 
live 1000 Years, is what (1 think) led you in- 
ö to the Miſtake ; and is a good Inſtance to Man 4 
| ' you' ont of i it again. You 1 ſuppoſe a M 3 
Wl ſhall live 1000 Years, or God may reve 2 "I 
I promiſe he ſhall live 1000 Years; And upon 
1 bar Suppofition, it ſhall not be paſſible for the * 
| it Man to be abſent from all-Places in any part # 
| ji ED of that time. Very true: But why ſhall it not 4 
1 be pofible ? Only becauſe *tis contrary to the ? 
It Suppoſition, or to the Promiſe of God; but: not I 
1 contrary to the abſolute Nature of. Thi | 
Sill which It would be, if the m exiſted neceſs 2 
"Wk ſorily, as eve y part of Space does. In Ip. 3 


| 
| i poſmgyou cou r ae e 2 Man, ſhould live 4 


Bit 1000 Tears, or one Tear; ake an 
$ | | pol 25 aud ee Sop === 1 7 7 
1 0 t you may Kncw certa Revelatio 
1 2156150 that he will lere hong, oe yet Tl l 
It is only the Certaintz, of a-thing True a 
fil not in itſelf neceſſary - And Deen 5 «Fe Ab. 1 
if ] plicable to nothing but n 72 ini | 
neceſſary in all-Places and at FIST es equally. 
1 Jo your ſecond Diffculty, Janſwer. 170 
= exiſts ace iy, not only » ft. ſo ſo exiſt Alont, ; 
Lil as to be independent. of any' 4 ung 1 but el Y 
5 ing Se ſuſtcient, ) may alſo o Exalt Alone, as that 1 
a every thing elſe may. PHH Cor without any Con: 4 


tradition 1n the Nature-of Things) be ſuppoſed 
not to exiſt at all; And conſeguent ly; (ſince That 
nr poſtbl be ſuppoſed not to exiſt at all,. 


þ 4; . | Iinct ad n ily. exiſtcnt,) A 0 other thing Can. 9 1 
F ꝛeceſſariy exiſſfent. Whatever | Is 5 ncceſſar? Exit. 
f Ing, there is Need of its Fe, in order tot 3 


way” vr opt. 
— * ** *Y 
* * 5 
Mm 


1 ſuppoſal of the exiſtence of any other Thing; 
"Bl ao nothing, can - poſſibly be Jupp poſed to e- 3 
| without PE eſuppoſe INS... and inc lu ing antece- 7 % 
atly the exiſtence of that which is nech. L 

F or 


8 . —— — — , 
0 , 4 
1 — tated, : «tr 


l Fir En 


T or inſtance: The Suppoſal of the etiſtence 


Ne ſtion of the exiſtencẽ of Space and 
Time; and it any thing: could exiſt vit hont 
* Space or Tine, it would tollow that Space and 


® Time were not neceſſarily-exifting Theretore, 


3 


bart poſing any ly to exiſt Alo 
not 75 hor 2 to 1x the 110 uppoſe 
the f ſme Other Thing, proves Ba". - ly tha 
not That Other thing is not Neceſſarily-exiſting ; be- 
¶cauſe, Vhatever bas Neceſity of exiſtence, can - 
25 not — „in Any concept ion Sheng eder, 
Fp. be ſuppoſed Aua. There cannot poſfibly be 
live Any Notion of the exiſtenct of any Thing, care 


cannot poſſibly be Any Notion df exiffente at all, 


| „ 

115 but what ſhall neceſſaril prainciude the Notion 

tion. of That which Noceſſarlly-exi i :HAnd conſe- 
3s, Qquently the Tuo Pro —— 11. judg- 

rt, ed independent, -are — neteſſarihy connecled. 

ap- Theſe ſorts of things are indes ry: difficult 


Ap to expreſs, and not èaſie to be beta but by 

very attentive Minds: But to ſuch as can and 
Tri 45 vill attend, „nothing ft think) i is more demon- 
tone Wtrably convittive. | f 

(borll If any thing fill Ricks with: you in This, 
that r any Other Part of my Books; ſhall be 
Ce! $ = willing to be informed of it; 'who am, 
= 25 ST 5 Tour aſſured Fyiend, 

Nov. 10 8 and Servant, 8. Ci 

1713. 

R S. Many 38 1 ob ee iniF 
nderſtood! my Second. General Propoſition x 
the Is if the Words [Some One: unchangeable and in- 

"74 Fependent Being, | meant One Only-—Being.] 
ex. NW hereas the true Meaning, and all that the 
tece- | 3 FAKrgument t here requires, 1s, | Some One at leaft.} 
ary. hat there can be But One, is the thing proved 
Fi vards in the Seventh A 1 
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Ihe 


Ss | I of um -thing-whatever , includes neceflarily 
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Have often thought that tlie obief Occaſi 
ons of Mens ſo much differing in their Of 


Reverend Sir, 


7 


75 


5 


i 
ES: 
"8 , 
5 
1 
bes 77 
* £8 * 
we. 


each other; or elſe, that inſtead of ingenu> 
;, ouſly ſearching after Truth, they have made 
it their Buſineſs to find' out Arguments for 
** the Proof of what they have once aſſertech. 
„However, it is certain;there may be other 
©* Reafons for Perfons not agreeing in their 
a Opinions: And where it is ſo; Wo can't but 1 
* think with you, that they will find reaſon 
* to ſuffer each other to differ friendly; every 
Man having a way of Thinking, in ſome re: 


* 


mo 1. 
+. + 


our Anſwers 


A am ſorry | muſt tell you, y 
* to my Objections are not ſatisfactory. The 
85 Reaſons why | think them not fo, are as fol- 
4e lows. „ Sy. 
« You ſay ; ” whatever is abſolutely neceſſary at 
all, is abſolutely neceſſary in every part of Space, 
and in every point of Duration. Were this evi 
dent, twould certainly prove what you bring 
* it for; vz. that hate ver may without a 

Contradiction be abſent from 6ne place at o. 
time, may alſo be abſent from all places at al 
times. But 1 do not conceive, that the Idea 
* of Ubiguity is contained in the Idea of Self- EN 


— 0 iſtence, 


The Second Letter. 


viſe, than as, whatever exiſts, muſt exiſt 
2 ſomewhere, You add; Whatever can at any 


-» K 5 3 5 
— 5 voz 
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3 / 1, 


mmplying no Contradiction in the nature of things, 
be conceived poſſibly to be abſent from every other. 
Patt of Space at the Jam#time, © Now | cannot 
ſee, that I can make theſe two Suppoſitons for 
the ſame reaſon,” or upon the Jam? account. 
„Ahe reaſon why I conceive this Being may 
be abſent from one place, is becaule it doth 
1173 ME not contradict the former Proof | drawn from 
* the nature of things, | in which I only proved 
that it nt neceſſarily exif. But the other 
X<Suppoſition, vix. that I can conceive it 
poſſible to be abſent from every part of Space 
| at one and the ' ſame time, directly con- 
„ tradicts the Proof that it nuſt exiſt 
*SOMEV HERE, and ſo is an Ex- 


el 4 F preſs Contradiction. Unleſs it be ſaid, that 


heir t when we have proved the three Angles 
but of a Triangle equal to two Right ones, That 
afon relation of equality to two Right ones, will 
very be where-ever a Triangle exiſts; ſo, when 
ve have proved the neceſſary Exiſtence of a 
Being, this Being muſt exiſt Every where, 
But there is a great difference between theſe 
AF two: The one being the Proof of a certain 
relation, upon Suppoſition of ſuch a Being's 
Exiſtence, with ſuch particular Properties; 
ary at and conſequently where-ever this Being and 
Space, theſe Properties exiſt, this relation muſt 
gevi exiſt too: But from the Proof of the neceſſa- 
bring Exiſtence of a Being, tis na evident con- 
out «MF ſequence that it exiſts Every where, My u- 
it o ſing the Word Demonſtration, inſtead of Proof 
at ali vhich leaves uo room for doubt, was thro' neg- 
H-ENY ny 
tence, 


© iſtencè, or dire@ly follows from it; any other 


4 time be conceived poſſibly to be abſ#1t from any one . 
Part of Space, may for the ſame reaſon | v1Z. the 
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hes ce and Duration, in order to the 
a 


0 Exiſtence of any thing; or is it needful only 

— 45 the Cauſe of the Exiſtence of all other 
it: things? it the former be faid, as your In- 
Tit & ſtance ſeems..to- intimate: Tanſwer.; Space 2 
T6 Fand Duration are very abſtruſe d in their Na- 
= 4 tures, and I think can t properly be called 
14 4 * Things, .butare conſſdered —5 as Affection £ 
"Wit 1 Phick belong, and in the order gow boughts 
9 ff. are autecedently. neceſſary, to the Exiftence. off A 
| # all Things: And I can no more conceive how 

— 1 . ; A Hece arilygxiftent Being can, on the ſam} 
ö I 4. Account, rin 1 Same manner as Space an 
Bil. * Duration are, be needful in order to the E. 0 
| ** iftence of any ether Being; than I can cowl 

9 = 2 15 * :CELVE : Extention — tos yr to a Thought : Tha 

4 dea no more belonging to, a, Thing exiſting, 1 

1 * be —— Extention belongs to Thought. But if the 
Pi! 1 latter be ſaid, that there is Need of the Exiſt 
00 © R enceof whatever is a neceſſary Being, in ＋ q 
'N 4 pak £ der to the Exiſtence of any other thing; | 
| i « Iy as This neceſſary Being m/l he the Gl | 
ö = 6 ihe Exiftence of all other. things : 1 think thi 


be be begging the Queſtion; For it ſw 


s ? pe 's that there is po Other Bejng 1 buy 
f ph ; F 
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* phatis Cauſed, and ſo not neceſſary: And on 
vat Other account, or in ther manner 
than one of theſe two, there can be Need of 
A c * | 5 * Wy -4 * * ; .,. 2 : l 

F< the Exiſtence of a neceſſary Being in order to 
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ou ſee 


— 
4 
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how terpret this, as ſomewhat like a Promiſe of 
ſam f an Anſwer to what 1 have now written, if 
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o an f there be any thing in it which deſerves one. 
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„the Exiſtence of any thing elſe, I cannot 


antecedent to all Exiſtence ; cannot but be ever) 
where, for the ſame Reaſon that it is any where, 
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ſ 
„ „„ - Me 
1 T ſeems to Me, that the Reaſon why you 
1 do not apprehend Ubiquity to be neceſiari- WF i: 
dy connected with Self-Exiſtence, is, becauſe in p 
the order of your Ideas, you firſt concei ve a Be- p 
ing, (a Finite Being, ſuppoſe; ) and then conceive h 
Felj-exiſtencè to be a Property of That Being; as ft 
| i 

A 

b 

4 

ni 

B 


the Angles are Properties of a Triangle, V hen a 
Triangle exiſts: Whereas, on the contrary, 
Weceſiity of Exiſtence, not being a Property Con- 
ſequent upon the Suppoſition of the*Thing's ex- 
iſting, but Autecedentiy the Cauſe or Ground of 
That Exiſtence; tis evident This Neceſſity, 
being not limited to any Antecedent Subject, en 
as Angles are to a Triangle; but being itſelf 0 
Original, Abſolute, and (in order of Nature) 


By applying this Reafoning to the Inſtance 
of Space; you will find that by Conſequence 
it belongs truly to That Subſtance, whereof 
Space is a Property, as Duration alſo is. What 
you ſay about a Neceſſary Being exiſting Some- 
where, ſuppoſes it to be Finite; and being Fi. 
te, ſuppoſes ſome Cauſe. with determined 


that ſuch a certain Quantity of That Being 
ſhould exiſt, neither more or leſs: And That 
Canſe, muſt either be a Voluntary Cauſe ; or 

| eu 


| tbe Second Letter. 

9 ** L „ ſe fa ch 4 neceſſ- ary Cauſe, the Quantity of whoſe 
| © oOwer muſt be determined and limited by ſome 
oOtber Cauſe, But in original abſolute Neceſity, 
Fantecedent (in order of Nature) to the exiſſe 
ence of any thing; nothing of all This, can 
have place; but the Neceiſity is, neceſſarily eve · 
iy phere alike. 
Concerning 


> » — 
7 
74 


the Second Difficulty, 1 anſwer 


5 1 hat which exiſts neceſſe arily, is Needful to the exiſt 


ice of any other thing; Not conſidered Now as 
a Carſe, (for That indeed is begging the Queſti- 
ou on, ) but as a ſme qi non; in the Senſe as Space 
ari. is neceſſary to every thing, and nothing can 
in poſſibly be concei ved to exiſt, without thereby 
Be. preſuppoſing Space: Which therefore appres 
ve hend to be a Property of the Self-exiſtent Sub- 

as ſtance ; and that, by being evidently neceſſary 
14 Hit /elf, it proves that the Subſtance, of which it is 
y, Ma Property, muſt allo be neceſſary; Neceſſary 
on both in itſelf, and needful to the exiſtence of any 
ex- thing elſe whatſoever. Extenſion indeed does 
of not belong to Thought, becauſe Thought is not a 
7, Being; But there is Med of Extenſſon to the 
ct, exiſtence of every Being, to a Being which has 
1f if or has not Thought, or any other Quality 
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e) ¶ whatſoeyer. 
re. Tam, Sir, 
e 3 5 
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Tour real Friend and Servant, 


London, Nov. © 
28. 1713. 
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9 Don't very well underſtand your Meaning, * 
Ihen you ſay that you think, in the order 
Idea I firſt conceive a Being, (finite ſup. 
3 poſe,) to exiſt, and then conc eiue Self-ex- | 
4 Hence to be a Property of That Being. If you | 
4 Mean, that I firſt ippoſe a fnite Being to 
4 exiſt I know not why ; affirming neceſſity of i 
4 Exifence, to be only a conſequent of its Ex. 
4. iſtenoe; and that, when I have ſuppoſed it Fi. 
; nite, I very ſafely conclude it is not Infinite 8 9 
1 Lam utterly at à loſs, upon what Expreſ- 
{ ions in my Letter this Conjecture can be 


ea» ' © 3 
e  _"F.o ni 


i * founded. But if you mean, that I firſt | 
4 © of all prove a Being to Exiſt from eternity, 
x Fand then, from the reaſons of things, prove | 
b © thatſuch a Being muſt be eternally Neceſſary ; 
1 Il freely own it: Neither-do! conceive it to 
* be irregular or abſurd ; for there is a great 
©* difference. between the order in which things 
** exft, and the order in which | prove to my 
< ſelf that they exiſt. Neither do i think my 
* ſaying a neceſſary Being exiſts. Somewhere, | 
© ſuppoſes it to be fnite; it only ſappoſes that 
_ © this Being exiſts in Space, without determi- 
ning whether here, or there, or every where. © 
Jo my ſecond Objection, you ſay : That 

E which exiſts neceſſarily, is needju! to the Exiſt- | 
| ; : c cuce 6, 
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The Third Letter. 
W ence of any other thing, as a ſine L II; in the 
¶ ſenſe Space is neceſſary to every thing: Which. 
proved (you ſay) by This Confideration, that 
\ 4 | Space 154 property f the Self. -extſtent Subſtance 5 
and, being both Neceſſary in it ſelf, and md 
- IF quently the Subſtance, of which it is a property, 
gd | muſt be ſo too. Space, I OWN, is in ons Senſe 
a property of the 'Selt-exiſtent Subſtance; 
but. in the ſame Senſe, tis alſo a property 
of all other Subſtances. © The only difference 
s in reſpe& to the Quantity. And ſince e- 
very part of Space, as well as the wbgle, 
is neceſlary ; every Subſtance conſequently 
muſt be Self-exiſtent, becauſe it hath this 
Self-exiftent property. Which ſince you will 


IF from your Arguments, they cannot be om 
cluſives r 710 6 1 


{ Wbap yon dy anderthe SHead; ane 


tion: But your Arguments under the ſecond, 
l amnot able to ſee the force o 
l em ſo far from being pleaſed, that I can 
form Objections to your Arguments; that, 


me in my on Mind, I ſhould have thought 
it an Honour to have entred into your Rea- 
ſonings, and ſeen the force ofthem. l can- 
not deſire to treſpaſs any more upon your 
better employed Lime; ſo ſhall only add 
my hearty Thanks for. your. Trouble on my 
account, and that lam with the greateſt re- 
Aspect, a ait nh „ eee nr well 
SY EL Reverend Sir, 
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1 © not admit for true; if it directly follows 


i think) to à very great probability, tha? 


IF beſide the Satisfaltion it would have given 


1713. Your moſt Obl i.e Humble Servant. | 
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| Matt og el =_ 7 
r Hough, when I turn my Thoughts every; 
1 way, | fully perſuade my ſelf there 1 2 
no defect in the Argument it ſelf , yet in my 
Manner of Expreſſion I am ſatisfied there mu I 
be ſome want of clearneſs, when there remain 
any Difficulty to a Peron of your Abiliticl 
and Sagacity. I did not mean, that your ſay: 


ing a neceſſary Being exiſts Somewhere, does 1 


cefſarily ſappoſe it to be finite; but that the 


FH 
6 
7 


manner of Expreſfon is apt toexcite in the Mind i 


ar Idea of a Finite Being, at the ſame time that pe 
you are thinking of a Neceſſary Being, without he 
aecurately attending to the Nature of That N*Wiſ 
ceffty by which it exiſts. Neceſfity abſolute Wi 
and antecedent (in order of Nature) to the Ex. o 
iftence of Any Subject, has nothing to limit Mr: 
It; but, if it operates at all, (as it muſt needs 4 
do,) it muſt operate (if I may fo ſpeak,) ever; 
where and at all times alike. Determination of Mi: 


à particular Quantity, or particular Time or Wu! 


Place of Exiſtence of any thing, cannot ariſe MW! 
but from ſomewhat external to-the thing itſelf. et 


uch Wt 


ie Third: Lether, 


4 0 


44 3 either are nor leſs, uiterfperied in the im- 

© Wieaſe Vacuities of Space; no xeaſon can be 
iven: Nor can there be anything in Nature, 
Fhich could have determined n thing ſo indiffe- 
Pkt in it ſelf, as is the Meaſure of that Quar- 


„, but only the Vill of an Intelligent and free 
ent. To ſuppoſe Matter, or any Otlier 


bſtance, neceſſarily-exifling in à Finite deter- 
M iꝛate Quantity; in an Inch-cabe; for inſtance; 
Ir in Any certain number of Cube-Inches, and 
more; is exactly the fame Abſurdity, as 
ver @ppoſing it to exiſt Neceſſarily , and yet for 
ec %% Finite Duration only: Which every one fees 
mi be a plain Contracliction. The Argument 
nu likewiſe the ſame, in the Queſtion about 
une Original of Motion. Motion cannot be 
tiedWce/ſſarily-exifing; becauſe, it being manifeſt 
a) Wat All Determinations of Motion are equally 


1-8/ible in themſelves, the Original Determina- 
theWon of the Motion of any particular Body 
ind is way rather than the contrary way, could not 
hat pe neceſſary in it ſelf, but was either cauſed by 
dut he ill of an Intelligent and Free Agent, or 
Wiglſe was an Efedt produced and determined 
ute Without Any Canſe at all; Which is an expreſs 
. Fontradiction: As I have ſhownin my Demon- 
mnt ration of the Being and Attributes of God, pag. 
20584. Edit. 4th] ; 

7) To the Second Head of Argument, I an- 
of wer. Space, is a Property of the Self-exiſtent 
or ubſtance; but not of any other Subſtances. 
fc FA 11 Other Subſtances are I M Space, and are pe- 
If. Wetrated by it; but the Self-exiſtent Subſtance 
ft s not IM Space, nor penetrated by it, but is 
h Wt ſelf (if 1 may fo ſpeak) the Subſtratum of 
pace, the Groimd of the Exiſtence of Space 
nd Duration it ſelf. Which | Space and Du 
: - ration] 


ch a ſmall determinate Quantity of Matten, 
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"Themſelves not Subſtances bade iy 


evidently that the Subſance; without ! which 
theſe Properties could not ſablif;1 is: itſel 

-wnch more {if that were poſſible): Neceſſai' 
And as Spare and Duration are needfidl, (5.1K - 


2 


Tbeſe Properties belong in that Peculiar mai 
ner which! before 
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WM 1x7 Hatever is the Occaſion of my not 
ſeeing the Force of Four Reaſonings, 


l cannot impute it to (what yon do) the want 


of Clearneſs in your Expreſſion. I am too 
well acquainted with my fel; to thinkimy 
not under ſtanding an Argument, a ſufficient 
Reaſon to conclude that it's either impro- 
W perly expreſſed, or not concluſive; un- 
IF leſs | can clearly Show the Defed of it. Tis 
with the ' greateſt Satisfaction | muſt tell 
you, that the more | reflect on your rf Ar 
gument, the more] am <nvinced of the 
Truth of it; and it now feems to me alto- 
I gether unreaſonable to ſuppoſe Abſolute 
Neceſſity can have any Relation to one Part 
of Space more than to Another; and if fo, 
_ Abſolutely-neceſſary Being muſt exiſt every 
where, Legs. {7 
* | wiſh | was as well ſatisfied in reſpect to 
the other. You ſay ; all Subſtances, except the 
Self-exiſtent one, are In Space, and are penetra- 
ted by it. All Subſtances doubtleſs, whether 
Body or Spirit, exiſt in Space: But when L 
ſay that a Spirit exiſts in Space, were I put 
gopon telling my meaning, | know not he. 
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c can be: So that, make what other Suppol4 


The Fourth, ge 4 
7 ould do it any other way Fr hy ſax 
ing, ſuch a particular quantity of Spacy l 
terminates the Capacity of adding in finite dpi 
Trits at one and the ſame time; ſo that they es 
4 not act beyond that determined Quantity | 
Not but that I think there is /omewbat in the 
manner of Exiſtence of pirits in reſpect d 
Space, that more directly anſvers to the manne 
of the Eriſtence of Body; but what That is, a 
2 the Manner of- their -bxiftenoe, 1 cannty 7 
poſſibly form an Idea. And it ſeems (i 
« poſſible) much more difficult. to determing 
* what relation the Self-exiftent Being hath tel | 
Space. To: ſay he exiſts In Space, after thi 
< ſame manner that other Subſtances do, (ſome 
hat like which I too rafhly aſſerted in my 

6 at,) perhaps would be placing the Cr eatol 
too much on a level with the Creature; ol 
6 however, it is not plainly and evident 
* tie; And to ſay the Self-exiftent Subſtand 1 | 
* 5s the Subſtratum of Space, in the commu 
6 15 of — Word, is ſcarce. intelligible, offi 
et at leaſt is not evident. Now tho there may 
e bean hundred Relations diſtin? from either | 
© of theſe z, yet how we ſhould come by Idea. 
of them, I cannot conceive, We ma ; 
* indeed have Ideas to the Words, and not . al 1 


* 


0 its exiſtence: But I fee no Reaſon to think] 
ce it True; becauſe Space ſeems to me to be ay 
2 abſolutely Self-exiftent as tis poſſible any thing 


„tion you pleaſe, yet we cannot help ſup4 
* poſing Immenſe Space; becauſe there muff 

2 be either an Hifinity of Feing, or (if you 
* allow the Expreiſion) an Irfinite Vacuity / 
"9M 2 


Je Fourth Liker, 
„ Being. Perhaps it ny be « ected to this, 


that tho Spuck is really Neceſſary, yrt th 
ei reafort o Atsbehg Neclilary, is ls being's 

dpi Property of tHe Self /exiſtent dubſtancet and 
IF that It being fo matijeſtlyiNeceſſary, andi its 
* dependence on the Self-exiſtent Subſtance not ſo 


evident, we are ready to conclude it abſolutely 
IX Self-exiftent, as well as neceſſary; and that 
this is the reaſon why the Idea of Space 
forces itſelf oni our Minds antecedent to, 
and excluſive of, as (to the Ground of its 
exiſtence) all other things. Now this, tho 
Fit is really an Objection, yet is no direct An- 
ver to what I have ſaid; becaule it ſup- 
W 70/es the only thing to be proved, viz. that 
the reaſon why Space is neceſſary, is its be- 


ui ing a Property of the Selt-exiſtent Subſtance. 
ai And ſuppoſing it not to be evident that Space 
+ is abſolutely Se frexiſtent, yet, while it is 
ent doubtful, we camiot argue as tho' the contra- 


an 2 ry were certain, and-we were ſure that Space 
i was only a Property of the Self-exiſtent 
» "FF Subſtance. But now, if Space be not abſo- 


15 teh Independent, | don't ſee what we can 
"FF conclude is ſo: For *tis manifeſtly Neceſſary 


la Itſelf, as well as antecedently needful to the ex- 


na iſtence of all other Things, not excepting (as 
R al l think) even the Self-exiſtent Subſtance. 

oi << All your Conſequences | ſee follow de- 
ne monſtrably from your Suppoſition ; and 
{ olf * were That evident, I believe it would ſerve 
muß to prove ſeveral other things as well as what 


you bring it for. Upon which account, 
VS 7 ſhould beextreamly pleaſed to ſee it proved 
IF by any one. For as 1 deſign the Search 
after Truth as the Buſineſs of my Life, 
FM | {hall not be aſhamed to learn from any 

C ” P erſon 5 


Th Fourth Litter. 


4 perſon; tho' at the ſame time 1 can 
but be ſenſible , that Inſtruction fron? 
< ſome Men, is like the Gift of a Prince 
«; it reflects an Honour on the Perſon on whonſ 4 
6 w_ hays an n 1 16 


I am, Reverend Sir, 
Tour meſt Obliged Servant 


| Decem. the 16th, 
1713. 
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van being out of Town moſt part of the 
4 Month of January, and ſome other ac- 
Wcntal Avocations, hindred me from anſwer- 
your Letter ſooner. The Sum of the Dit- 
 Wulties it contains, is (I think) this: That 
i difficult to determine, what. Relation the , Self- 
ent Subſtance has to Space: That to ſay It is 
5. ſtratum of Space, in the common Senſe of 
ord; is ſcarce intelligible, or, at leaft, is not 
ent: That Space ſeems to be a, Abſolutely 
Ek,iſtent, as tis poſible any thing can be: 
Id that its being a Property of the Self-Exiſtent 
Vance; is ſuppoſing the thing that was to be 
MWoved. This is entring indeed into the ve- 
bottom of the matter, and I will endea- 
TER 2 give you as brief and clear an Anſwer 
can. 3 
That the Self- Exiſtent Subſtance is the dub- 
atum of Space, or Space a Property of the 
li-Exiſtent Subſtance, are not perhaps very 
oper Expreſſions ; nor is it eaſy to find ſuch. 
t what I mean, is This. The Idea of Space, 
8 alſo of Time or Duration,) is an Abſtrad or 
tial Idea; An Idea of a certain Quality or 
Wiation, which we evidently ſee to be neceſſa- 
= C 2 iy 


The Anſwer to the Fourth Letter. 27 


23 The Anſwer to the Fonrih Lettl. 
rily-exiſting; and yet which (not being itſelf 

a Subſtance ,) at the ſame time neceſlarily 
preſuppoſes a Subſtance, without which it couldf 

not exiſt ; Which Subſtance conſequently, muſt] 

be itſelf (much more, if poſſible,) neceſſarih. 
Exiſting. t know not how to explain this {off 

well, as by the following Sinulitude. AF 
Blind Man, when he tries to frame to himſell 

the Idea of Body, his Idea is nothing but that 

of Hardneſs. A Man that had Eyes, but na 
power of Motion, or ſenſe of Feeling at all; 

when he tried to frame to himſelf the Idea of 

Body, his Idea would be nothing but that off 
Colour. Now as, in theſe caſes; Hardneſs is nol 

Body; and Colour, is not Body; but yet, tal 

the Underſtanding of theſe Perſons, thoſe Pro 

perties neceſſarily infer the Being of a Suhſtam 

, of which Subſtance itſelf the Perſons have 3 
Idea: So Space to Us, is not itſelf Subffaud 

but it neceſſarily ifers the Being of a Sub 
ſtance, which afte&s none of our preſent Sen 

ſes; And being itſelf Neceſſary, it follows th: 

the Subſtance which it infers, is (much more 
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Neceſſary. 
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VO U have very comprehenſively ex- 
1 preſled. in ſix or ſeven Lines, all the 
Difficulties of my Letter ; which I ſhould 
have endeavoured to have made Shorter, 
had I not been afraid an improper Expreſſion a 
might poſſibly occaſion a miſtake of my 
Meaning. | am very glad, the Debate is come 
into fo narrow, a Compaſs; For I think 
now it entirely turns upon, This, whether 
= our Ideas of Space and Duration are partial, 
ſo as to praſuppoſe the exiſtence of ſome 
other Thing. Your Similit ude of the Blind 
Man, is very apt, to explain your Meaning, 
(which I think I fully underſtand ;) but 
| do's not ſeem to come entirely up to the 
Matter. For, what is the reaſon that the 
Blind Man concludes there muſt be Some- 
bv bat external, to give him the Idea of Hard- 

FT 2/5? "Tis becauſe he ſuppoſes it impoſſible 

: for him to be thus affected, unleſs there 

were ſome Cauſe of it; which Cauſe, ſhould 
it be removed, the Effect would immediately 
ceaſe too, and he would no more have the 1- 
dea of Hardneſs, but by Remembrance. 
1 Now to apply this, to the Inſtance of Space 
. nd Duration. Since a Man, from his having 
| | theſe Ideas, very juſtly concludes that there 
muſt be ſomewhat External, which is the 
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© Cauſe ” them: ; conſequent ly, ſhould Til 
© Cauſe (whatever it is) be taken away 8 
_ his Ideas would be fo too: Therefore, if 
2 ' what is ſuppoſed to be the Cauſe be removed 
„ and yet the Idea remains, That Suppoſz 
\ Canſe cannot be the Real one. Now, granti 
« 105 the Self-Exiſtent Subſtance to be thi 
. Stbftratum of theſe Ideas; could we maß 
© the Suppoſition of its ceaſing to be, yet Span 
and Duration would ſtill remain unaltered 
Which ſeems to ſhow, that the Seli-Exifl 
ent Subſtance is not the Subſfratum of Spad 
* and Duration. Nor would it bean Anſwer tf 
the Difficulty, to ſay that every Property | 
i * the Self-Exiſtent Subſtance , is as neceſſay 
* as the Subſtance itſelf; ſince That will of 
84 hold, bile the SubPance itſelf exiſts: Fl 
e there 's implied 3 in the Idea of a Property, a 

impeſſibility of ſubſiſting without it's 81 
1 fratim. I grant, the Suppoſition is %%% 
* But ham otherwiſe can-we know whethi 
any thing be a Property of ſuch a Subſtancif 
* but by examiningwhether it would ceaſe i 
* be, if its ſuppos d Subſtance ſhould do {of 
= « Notwithſtanding what | have now ſaid, | 
© cannot ſay that I believe your Argumerl 
not concluſve; for] muſt own my Ignoranc 
«that am really at a loſs about the natunf 
of Space and Duration. But did it plain 
e appear that they were Properties of a Su 
# farce, we ſhould have anrafte way with tl 
Atheiſts: For it would at once prove di 
* monſtrably an Eternal, Neceſſary, Self-exiſt:f 
„Feine; that there is but One ſuch; and 5 
* he is 22 in order to the exiſtence of al 
* other Things. Which makes me think, th 
* tho' it may be true, yet tis not obvious ti 
as oY C Cn & Otherwiſe Re: N 
. 1 0 cell 
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IP 1.64 


been generally uſed, as a fundamental Ar- 
gument for a proof ofthe Being of God: 


gument for the Omnipreſency of God, ſeemed 
always to me very probable, But being very 
deſirous to have it appear demonſtratively 
MF conclufroe, | was ſometimes forced to ſay 
what was not altogether my Opinion: Not 
that | did this for the ſake of diſputing, 
(cor beſides the particular diſagreeableneſs 
of this to my own Temper, 1 ſhould ſurely 
have choſen another perſon to have. trifled 
with ;) but I did it to ſet off the Objection 
to Advantage, that it-might be more fully 
anſwered. I heartily wiſh you as fair Treat- 
ment from your Opponents in Print, as I 
have had from you: Tho', l muſt own, I 


Cannot ſee, in thoſe that I have read, That 


i mprejudiced Search after Truth, which J 
ould have hoped for. 1 
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Tam, Reverend Sir, 
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e] muſt add one thing more; that your Ar- 


Tour moſt Hum ble Servant. 
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theſe. 
J think, 


* Ur partium Temporis or- 
do eft immrtabilis, fic etiam 
Ordo partium Spatii, Mo- 
veantur hæ de locis ſuis, & 
movebuntur (ur ita dicam) de 
ſeipins, NEWTON, Prin- 
cit. Mathemat. Schel. ad De- 
finit. 8. 

T Deus non eſt Æternitas 


ve! Infinitas, fed æternus & 


inſinitus; non eſt Duratio 
ve! ſpatium, ſed Durat & 


Adeſt. Durat ſemper, & A.- 


deſt ubique; & exiſtendo 


5 Hl Letter, 


8. 1 x, 3 
Na OREN of Buſ neſs, 1 | 
Letter; and * anſiver it, t ilk it came 1 


again to my Hands 0 
to have puſhed the Matter in "queſtion 4 he 
tween us, as far as it will go; and upon tha 
| whole, I cannot but take notice, have ver 
ſeldom met with Perſons {0 reafotnble” and 
unprejudiced as your ſelf, in ſuch Debates aj 1 


all I need ſay 4 
_ Reaſoning in your Letter, is ; that your grant 
ing the Abſurdity of the Suppoſition you wer 
indeavouring to make, is conſequently grant 
ing the neceſſary © Truth of my Argument. I' 


after it is ſuppoſed to be take 


17 Ain niit al; 4 | ' 
Leniflaid your 1 n 


in * to 90 


* Space and Duration necdfi 
ſarily remain, even aftec thei 

are ſuppoſed © to be taken awaj® 
and be not (as tis plain the 
are not /Themſelves Subſtance 
then the I Subſtance, on whok 
Exiſtence they depend. will u 
ceſſarily remain likewiſe, eve 


away: Which ſhows it to be 


an impoſtble and contradiful 
Suppeſition, ä 
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As to your Obſervation at 
Ie End of your Letter; that 
he Argument have inſifted 
on, if it were obvious to eve- 
Capacity, ſhould have 


: Fundamental Argument for 
a Proof of the Being of God: 

Erne True Cauſe why it has 
een ſeldomurged, is, I think, 
This: That the Univerſal 
| Prevalency of Cartes's abſurd 
Notions, (teaching that Mat; 
er is neceſſarily. Infinite and 


Ing all things to mere Mecha- 
"y nich Laws of Motion, exclu- 
4 ive of final Cauſes, and of all 


and ill and Inte. ligence and Di- 
8 aj 


have their Being. 


co 10 Duration at all, and Hffnit 
the Something of the like Kind 5 


way 


ce 


hol 
17 
Evel 
ae 
2 bY 
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＋ am, Sir, 


Apr. 8. 
1713. 
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ore frequently, been uſed as. 


&. ver ſas - cnc. ö 


f : neceſſarily Eternal, and aſcrib- 5 


the matter of Tranſihſtantiation, and 
hel ; in the ED Notion of the 21 mit Kc. wy 


ſemper & ubique, — 
nem & 3 æternitatem 


& infinitatem, conſtituit. Cum 


unaquæq; Spatii particula, 
ſir Semper; & unumquodgz 
ind ivi ſibile mo- 
meptum, Vbigye ; certe re- 
rum omnium Fabricator ac 
Dominus, non erit Nunquam 
Nuſquam. Omnipreſens eſt, 
non per Virtutem ſolam, ſed 
etiam per ſubſtantiam: nam 
virtus fine ſubſtantia ſubſiſ- 
tere non poteſt. In ipſo 
cont inentur & moventur Uni- 
NEWTON. 
Princip. Mathemat. Schol. 
eneral. ſub finem. 
Puto implicare cantradicti- 
onem, ut Mundus ¶ meaning 
the Material Warld | fit Fini- 


tus. Cartes. A. 6 * Far- 
tis prime. : We 


vine Providence from the Government of the 

World; ) hath incredibly blinded the Eyes 

of Common Reaſon, and prevented Men from 

diſcerning Him in whom they live and move and 
The like has Nenn in 

ſome Otber Inſtances. How univerſa 

Men for many Ages believed, that Etermit 2 


ly have 


e e 2 2 
as happened in 


| think) 


Tour Kanu. Friend aud Sermons, 
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KA World are and reaſonable) Proof of the Being of God, ta 
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SIR, 


4 faceor Apology, to propoſe directly the 

belt Anſwer I can, to the Objections you have 

There ace but Two ways, by which the Be, 

ing, and All or Any of the Attributes of God 

can poſſibly be proved. The one, a priori; the 
N ' other, a poſteriori, The Proof a poſteriori, + is 
inviſible level to All Mens Capacities : Becauſe there is Wi 
things of an endleſs gradation of wiſe and uſeful phznome- 
Him from na of Nature, from the moſt obvious to the 3 
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clearly the ſeveral Capacities of All unprejudiced Men, 
ſeen, being who have any Probity of Mind. And this is 
1 what (| ſuppoſe) God expects (as a Moral 

things that Governour, ) that Moral Agents ſhould be de- 
are made ; termined by. mf —_— 
wen his Eternal Power and Godhead, 
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This being premiſed in general, I proceed to 


t, or no,) mu be In the Thing itſelf. For 


there cannot but exiſt ſuch a Being; does nat 
iſtence, but only ſhews the Certainty of the 
thing: Yet when once a thing is known, by rea- 
ſoning a poſteriori, to be Certain; it unavoidably 
Hollows that there Is in Nature a Reaſon a priori, 
I whether we can diſcover it or no,) of the Ex- 
the iſtence of That which we know cannot but 
exiſt. Since therefore, in That which derives 
not its Being from any Other Thing, the 
= Ground or Reaſon why it exiſts rather than not 
exits, muſt be in the thing it ſelf; and *tis 
a plain Contradiction to ſuppoſe its own Vill, 


its Exiſtence ; it remains that abſolute Neceſſity 
the lame Neceſſity that is the Cauſe of the 
pe. 3 5 „„ „ NEFP: 1 Jab WE ny” oy 4 un- 
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Y TheProof « priori, is (l fully believe) ſtrigt· 


nce, (whether we can attain to any Idea of 
thcugh the bare proof 2 that 
indeed give us any diſtin& ' Notion of Sel ex- 


by way of eficient Cauſe, to be the reaſon of 
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The Scholaſtiek way of. proving the Ex- 


iſtence of the 1 Selfexiſtent Being, from f the 8 


ortzon between 2 
d in the very Terms, wherein any Man 


* 


would indeavour expreſsly to deny it. 


Jo exiſt at all, and to exiſt every where, are 
the very fame thing, where the Cauſe or 
= = „ Ground 


p 


 $Þr09:d of the Exiſtence, is not either con 
; Wo, or operates on y in, ſoune. particular Place; 
or 2 and 4 to have at ull a certain propor- 


he f tion tO each other, and to have That ſame | 


Ex bet 
th 
900. 


and of all other Idea . To ſuppoſe Either of 
them Finite, is an expreſs Contradition in the 


a 4 Idea itſelf. No Man does or can poſſibly ĩmag ins 
„Either of them to be finite; but only, either 
pb 5 | by | 


What you mean by Time and Place | 
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by no- attention, or by choice, he attends per- 


haps to Part of his Idea, and forbears attending 
to the remainder. All the Difficulty that has 
ever ariſen about this matter, is nothing but; 
Duft thrown by mens uſing Fords (or rather 
Sounds only) in their Philoſophy , inſtead of. 
Ideas. And the Arguments drawn from the Far- 
gon of the Schoolmen, will equally prove eve- 
ry Axiom in Euclid, to be uncertain and unin- 

1 uns 
They who remove the Idea of Hifinity, (or 
of a Being whoſe Attribute Hfnity is,) by 
ſuppoſing Space to be nothing but a relation 
between two Bodies; are guilty of the Abſurdity | 
of ſuppoſing That, which is Nothing, to hav e 
real Qualities. For the Space which is between 
two Bodies, is always unalterably juſt what it 


was; and has the very ſame Dimenſions, Quan- 


tity, and Figure; whether Theſe or any other Bo: iſ 
dies be there, or any where elſe, or not at all: 


Juſt as Time or Duration is the 


— = ſeu * ſame, whether you turn | 
rieverantta Ex | „ TIE * Hr 
— five Motus foe 3 4 wo Hour Glaſs, . atk * | 
five tardi, five nulli. u E . whether the Sun moves, or 
TO . Princip. Matbem. ſtands fill; or whether there 
Schol. ad Definit. 8. was, or was not Any Sun or 
5 f any Material World at all. 
The Schoolmens Diſtinctions, about Sprrits 
exiſting in Ut, and not in loco; are mere empt) | 
Sounds, without any manner of ſignification. 
To ſet Boinds to Space, is to fuppoſe .it 
bounded by ſomething which itſelf takes up Space; 
And That's a ContradiQion : Or elſe that tis 
bounded by Nothing; and then the Idea of That 
Nothing, will fill be Space: Which is another 
Contradiction. Beings which exiſt in Time 
and in Space, (as every finite thing muſt needs 
do,) preſuppoſe Time and Space: But That Be- 
| 21 


the Sixth Letter. 
1g, whoſe Exiſtence makes Duration and Space, 
Nuſt be infinite and eternal, becauſe Duration 
nd Space can have 10 Bounds, . Not, that Du- 
tion and Space are the Formal Cauſe of That 
xilence; but, that neceſſary Attributes do 
eceſſarily and inſeperably infer, or ſhow to us, 
Neceſſary Subſtance ; of which Subfance itſelf 
De have no Image, becaule tis the Objed of 
7 of our Senſes: But we perceive its Exil 
vce by its Effects; and the Neceſſity of that 
xiſtence, by the Neceſſity of certain Attributes, 
d by other Arguments of Reaſonand Inference. 


-4y; amounts to the abſurd Suppoſition of 


). Wmoving a thing away from itſelf. That is: IF 
e i your imagination you annihilate the I, _— 
2 Write Space, the V hole Infinite Space will ſtil 


main; and if you annihilate any Part of it, 


at Part will ſtill neceſſarily remain; as ap- 
, = | 2 | i 
ars by the unmoved fituation, . of the Ref, 


d to ſuppoſe it divided or Diviſible, amounts 


ne the ſame Contradiction. 


mM | e | e 
or The Objection, of Immenſity being incon- 
or ent with Spirituality and Simplicity; ariſes 
re Nerely from the Fargon of the Schoolmen : 


ho (in order to help out Tranſubftantiation) 
ve uſed themſelves to ſpeak of This and of 
any Other things, in Phraſes which had no. 
aning or Ideas belonging to them. By de- 
ing the real Immenſity and the real Eternal 


it Werration of God, they in true Conſequence 
ce; Hough tis reaſonable to ſuppoſe they ſaw 
tis I That Conſequence, ) denied his Being. The 
vat Wne»ſity of Space, (it being throughout abſo- 
ner eh form and eſſentially indiviſible,) is no 
11 re inconſiſtent with Simplicity; than the 
eds 


rm ſucceſive flowing of the Parts of Dus 
_ ration, 


o ſuppoſe Space removed, deſtroyed, or taken 
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ration, (as you. moſt rightly obſerve,) ate M 
conſiſtent with Simplicity. There is 4 


ſing him to be the Soul of the World : 1 anſwe 


_ Pants, becauſe tis Infinite; is a mere Ombb 


ſeparable, compounded, um united Parts. ſuch a 


The Aufuts to 


Difficulty at all in This Point, but à neil 
Frejudice, and Falſe Notion of Simplicity, © . 

As to Spirituality: The Individual Conſe 
ouſneſs of the One Immenſe Being, is as truk 
One; as the preſent Moment of Time is ind 


viduall) One, in all places at once: And tt 


One can no more properly be ſaid to be a 
Ell or a Mile of Conſcionſusſs, (which is the Stif 
of your Obzection,) than the Other can be ſil 
to be an Hlor a Mile of Time, This Suggeſtion 
ſeems to deſerve particular conſideration 

Io the Objection, that the ſuppoſing God t 
be really and fl 150. antially Omnipreſent, is ſup pi 


This is a great Miſtake. © For the Word, Su 
fignifies a Part of a Whole, whereof Body is tl 
Other Part; And they, being united, mtu 
ly affect each other, as Parts of the ſame V hol 
But God is preſent to every part of the Uni 
verſe, not as a Soul, but as a Governour; ll 
as to act upon every thing, in what manner ht 
pleaſes; himſelf being acted upon by Nothing. 
What you ſuggeft about Space having 


indeed, and has nothing in it. The meauin 
of Parts, (in Queſtions of This Nature,) i 


are the Parts of Matter: Which, for That rea 
fon, is always a Compound, not a ſimple Sub 
ſtance. Nor Matter is One Subſtance, but 
Heap of 1 And That J take to be tht 
Reaſon, why Matter is a Subject incapable vl 
Thought. Not becauſe *tis extended; but be 
cauſe it's Parts are diſtindt Snbſtances, un-unitel 
and independent on each other. Which (J ſup 
poſe) is not the Gaſe of Other Subſtances, Thy 


K11 


e of Subfance alia perhaps be more and 


. « 
nter and Spirit, is no other Diviſion, than 
nel atter and not- Matter: Juſt as if one fhauld 
truhivide the Species ot Animals, into Horſes 
e coo. 
1 +4} As to the Queſtion, why abſolute Neceſity 


© Mil! not admit of the Exiſtence of Two diftinZ 


Sr dependent Beings, as well as of different Attri. 
ai tes and Properties in (ne Independent Being: 
tion anſwer; Abſolnte Necefity, in which there 
no where any Variation, cannot be the 

od ti round of Exiſtence of a Number of Finite Be- 
pp es, 8 and harmonious; be- 
Wer uſe That viz. Number, or Finiteneſs,) is itſelf 


anifeſt Difformity or Inequality. But it may 
1 the Ground of Exiſtence of One Uni fo 7 11 


tun ite Being. The different Attributes of which 
hol de Uniform Being, are not a Variety of Parts, 
Un an 1-Uniformnefs (if I may fo ſpeak) of the 
- {WcSlity by which it exiſts; but they are All 
r bd Each of them Attributes of the Whole, At- 
g. utes of the One fimple infinite Being: Juſt as 
Powers of Hearing and Seeing, are not In- 
nb-alities or Difformities in the Soul of Man; 
uin t each of them, Powers of the Hole Soul. 

s to the Laff Argument you refer to: My 


caning therein is This; that tis a Contra- 
rea tion to ſuppoſe Two (or more) neceſſarily· oæ- 


Subs Beings; becauſe Each of them, by the 
at tion, being independent, and ſufficient 
> th itſelf, tho' the Other were ſuppoſed not to 
le ,; they thereby Fach of them mutually de- 
bee the ſuppoſed neceſity of the Others Exiſt- 
nitelße; and conſequently Nerther of them in- 
ſupMcd will be neceſſary or Independent. For in- 
Tha 


ince: It Matter, or Spirit, or any Other Sub- 
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flance, could as poſſebly. | 
without That in which they all exiſt, as That if 
which they all-exift can = conceived to exit 
without Them-; then there would be neceſſary 
Exiſtence on Neither part. .. if 
As to the Queſtion concerning the poſſible 5 
Plurality of Infimtes: Tis certainly true thai 
the Infinity of Space, neither excludes fi 
Bodies nor finite Spirits, nor infinite Body nor in 
fimte Spirit. But it excludes every thing q 
the ſame Kind, whether finite or infinite. WIe 
is all that my Argument requires. There call 
be but One Infinite Space, and but One Infini 
Time, and but One Infinite Spirit, (taking Spin 
to mean a particular poſitive diſtinct Subſtance 
and not the mere negative 10x-matter, oli 
which their may be innumerable Kinds:) All 
(if Matter could be infinite) there could Jil 
wiſe be but One infinite Body; and ſo on. Ff 
One Infinite in all dimenſions, exhauſts al wa 
the whole poſſibility oft That Kind, thou 
it excludes not Others. 
The Ub: of Spirits, being their Per 
tion only; and the Omnipreſencè of God, | 
ing his forte, Knowledge only; are mere Wor 
without any. Senſe at all. And by the | 
Conſuſion, any thing may be ſaid to be 
thing; and we have in us no Principles 
Knowledge at all, nor any Uſe either 
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Words or Ideas. 
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Paraphraſe on the Four Evqngeliſts. Wherein, for 
che clearer Underſtanding the Sacred Hiſtory,. the 
whole Text and Paraphraſe are Printed in ſeparate Co- 
jumns over-againſt each other, Together with critical 
Notes on the more difficult Paſſages. Very uſeful for Fa- 
SE milics, In two Volumes 8 vo. pf. 12a 3. 
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cipline of che Primitive Church. The Third Edition. 
This new Edition makes 11 Sheets in Twelves, on good 
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ragement of the Charitable, 116 for 5/. bound. 

A Letter to Mr Dodwell, Wherein all che Arguments 
in his Eyiſtolary Diſcaurſe againſt the Immortality of the 
Soul, are particularly anſwered, and the Judgment of the 
Fathers concerning that matter truly repreſented. To- 
gether with Four Letters in Anſwer to the Author of Re- 
marks on the Letter ro Mr Dodwell. To which is added, 
Some Reflexions on that part of a Book called Amyntor, 
or, The Defenſe of Milton's Liſe, which relares 'to the 
Writings of the Primitive Fathers, and the Canon of 
the New Teſtamefit, price 36. | | 
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The Scripture- Doctrine of the Trinity. In three Parts, 
Wherein all the Texts in the New, Teſtament going toll 
Ha 'Dodriye, as che principal Pallzges io Lighp 3 
a urch © Er and, are called, compared, al 
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